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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Cancellation of claims 1 - 7 and 20 and the addition of claims 25 - 33 have been 
acknowledged and made of record. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 8-33 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8, 9, 11 - 17, 19, 22 -29 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sawada (5,754,430). 


Regarding claims 8, 9, 1 1 - 17, 19, 22 - 29, and 33, Sawada teaches an 
apparatus (formed by figs. 3, 4, and 5) and a method, comprising a voice recognition 
unit (40 in fig. 3) able to output (through item 47) a first command being voice signals; a 
handwriting recognition unit (fig. 4) able to output (through item 57a) a second 
command being handwritten signals; a control unit (7 in fig. 5) able to receive and 
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combine the commands and to control one appliance in a vehicle - the commands 
being alphanumeric or symbolic characters (using item 59 in fig. 3); a microphone (41). 

Sawada's apparatus is at least fully functionally equivalent to the claimed 
invention and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention because Sawada has been shown to suggest all of the structural features 
that would achieved the same end result of providing safety to a user (driver) using the 
apparatus. 

While Applicants argue the claimed apparatus is different than Sawada in that 
Sawada^s apparatus is not a 'one-piece' apparatus, it is the Examiner's position that the 
mere fact that a given structure is integral does not preclude its consisting of various 
elements. As defined in the Webster's New International Dictionary (2"^ Ed.) defines 
"integral" as 'constituent parts that are so combined as to constitute a unitary whole.' 

Claims 10, 18. 21, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sawada ('430) in view of Obradovich (US 6,282,464). 

As discussed above, Sawada teaches all of the limitations except for one of the 
commands being a cell phone command, the appliance being a car alarm, a sunroof, or 
a window. 
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However, Obradovich teaches, in an art related field, command being a cell 
phone command (by way of item 106a in fig. 1), the appliance being a car alarm (col. 9: 
50 - col. 10: 44), a sunroof or a window (note item 108c; col. 7: 54 - 57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Sawada's apparatus by including a cell phone command, the 
appliance being a car alarm, a sunroof, or a window as evidenced by Obradovich in 
order to enhance efficient use of the apparatus. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 30 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art of record fail to fairly suggest/teach an apparatus having a unit that 
outputs at least one command data set which is associated, by a user, with at least one 
3 dimensional hand gesture. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yonel Beaulieu whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday (0630-1600), first 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William A. CUCHLINSKI can be reached on (703) 308-3873. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
305-7687 for regular communications and same for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
1113. 


Y. BEAULIEU A 
December 20, 2(|m 


